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Introduction

*

. "Some of the correspondents who were thege at the end wr

L

it, but I was not among them.’ The group to which I belonged: was so
‘7 traumatized that we have never written a line abaut Indochina since

o "1 . N . .
1975."" Malcolm Browne,” winner of the Pulitzer Prize in 1964 for his coverage

r

.-

of the vietnam war for the Associated Pfess, wrote this harsh commentary. It

E}

is representative of the many mixed reactions to the performance of the American

" ®ress during the Vietnam war. Just as harsh have been some of the chargés_

Fl

leveled against the American news media in conflection with coverage of the war.'2

while such charges may, in fact, be founded on emotional or political premises,

therournalistic profession should respond to them wiéh 4, sound appraisal of i!§
C ;

actions dﬁiing qu(éharged period of American military involvement in Southeast
. . . ¥

Asia. Such an appraisal--té successfully eyaluate criticism directed against
’ | ’. ’ : -0 !

' _the ﬁedia—-Shou;d be based!on an objecx}ve methodélogy--one which cannot be con-

A k]

.stried as merely a self-se{?iné strategy of defensiveness.
- . -+ - . ‘. - . ! \- . . i

S .
B The ptese::‘;Qudy was designed to test one such methodology. While

limited in scope, it nevertheless points out a direction which others might

folléw. The purposéﬁ of the study were (1) to seek trends in editorials of ),
P . . - ~ . : !
. . v e * . . r
sélected Americdan newspapers régardinq~the vietnam war; (2) to test the applica-

.

#

* B 4 - [ L 'o -
bility of the basic Statistical Package for the Social Sciendes (SPss) to this '

< .' 9- " . , -
type-of‘reéearchf (}) to. design a model for similar future studies using §PSS
o ‘- \ L

LR ; ' . - L
that could be accomplished by non-technically oriented individuals.who, never-

theless, aesﬁted to use the computer as an aid. .

- et . £ '
Methodology ., : "o >
. I3 S, ) : . . . . . . .b
This study is a computer-aided analysis of the editorial content of -
» t" L “ . *
selected American nehspapers during the period of this country's most active




L1

“’mvélvement in \!:l.etna.rn,r 1964 to 19’75 Us:.ng quantitat:.ve methods, it traces
[} f"
.and examines editorial trends ag they developed from genera,lly pro-war at the
"t

time of the North vietnamese attack on. the ydestroygr Maddox .in the. Tonkln
l‘ 5 .
Gulf (1964) to almost um.versally ant:.-war when Sa.tgom was .abandoned in 1975.

-

The editoria].s have'been analyzed to determine those words and themes whirch

went into the c'j.assrfying‘ of an item as- pro or anti-war. In order to produce
¥ -.e f .

a manageable set of c:'lata,r j.t was dec:.ded to exa.m.'l.ne the editorials of five ’

- . A LI

" major nawspapers regardrng four s:.gm’;‘f.tcant 1nc.1dents dur,:.ng the period linder

i '2# ~,

o

[
+

exarru.nat.torl . S rE " e

b 1 o o 1
EFIPR L B «

The New York Times, Wall’w‘Stree:E Journdl, Chicago Tr:.bune; Wash:.ngton

-+
\.\ * r

Pc‘as‘t; and Los Angeles Times wegre salected because of their w:l.de geograph:.c <

coﬁferage and thein posit.tons oéer varying degres!s df the pol:.t.tqal spectrum
"“\»" L |

The ements axarru.ned'-are the Tonkin Gulf 1no:|.dent {Aug. 2 1964}, t-he L

L] ———
. ¥

1968 Tet offensive (Jan. 31; 1968), President Nixon‘s 1969 "Vietnamization".
anlébuncement {May' 14: 1969} and the fall of .Saicjon (April 30; 1975)-. These ;0‘

were chosen because of.'their oV all importance to Rmerican involvement in the, .

- ) 4! ) - . - . '
Vietnamese vwar. : -

In order to establish a workabl,é‘ base of dat.a from which' to analyze

Y, -
reactions of the newspapers to the incidents, th.ts‘!/s;gdy has examined ed:.tor-

ial rqact:.on for 21 days following each incident. While this time period was «
arﬁitrar’ily éhos_en in order to accomadate time limitations’ researcmdemon-"

strated that, except in étha case of the fall of Saig;o édn:onal cémment.

In all, 131 editoyials were examined and interpreted. A total ef 23,
) s . . P " )
variables. were uséd ‘to eyaluate each editorial included in the jstudy. {See .

w

. diminisl? very s:.gm.f:.cantly after three weeks had elapsed.

' ] A

. App_endi.fc.A_) The first 10 variables concerned such itéms ,as newSpaper name, '-.

S




% . - o % f

date of editorial., size of'editorial;fovgréll-tone. lacement on the Op~Ed page,
i PP Fiar . o
*and number ©of pro-war, neutral, or ﬁnti—war theriey contained in each editorial.

) > 1

The use of themes to determine overall tone was congidered necessary in order

to more objectively determine each editerial's content. A theme could consist

*
¢f a phrase. a sentence., or one or more pParagraphs. The most significant criter-

* I - ' P '
"ion in” the determination of the parameters of a themd was the ability to infet

* -

"

il

‘ 2 + ' a . 3 " )
*a definitive tonal meaning from it. This criterion was alsc used in evaluating

L]
r
N . . N . -

content. - 7 . : .

r'rhe J;emaining 13 variables consisted of a group of words, preselected
a ? - .

before analysis of the editorial's content and tone.- No attempt was made to

' '

count the number of times that a selected word appeared in an editorial or to

i

quantify grammatical modifiers used with the word. O.R. Holsti, in Content Ana=

lysis for the Spcial Sciences and Humanities, states that "to determiné that an

editorial used the term 'freedom' X number of times is a meaningless finding by

*
.

itself, as is any other unrelated fact about communicatiop cohtent."5 He goes

* %
. ] A

on to state, howéverf'that if one chooses certain words in advance--words that!

e
rcontain fowce and meaning--and thgn checks to see’ if they appear o noé, infer-
ences may be d;éwn. The selected-woFdS for this sﬁudy are listed i? Appendix A
"and were applied to the editorials in question én the é;nner suggested by- HOlsti's
™ odology, In ;hoosing these words, it.was anticipaqad that they ;;uld appeaf

.

. ' ) ,
. wikh considerable frequency as they are words commoﬁly used in ¢onnection with

. ' L3
a wartime set of circumstances. -

N -

After coding. the information was tabulated and cross-tabulated USiné

SPSS.‘ This. was used since one of the objectives of the étudy was to determine

t
‘ r

the adaptability of this packade to a newspaper editorial. contént analysis. Sta-

tistical siﬁii@;caﬂte was noted on very few of the crois-tabulgtions but the .

ERI
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. .

"!‘ Iy . . tl .’l »* L3 N
information did indicate many descriptive variations.

the subject of the following analyses ind discquicns.
. ‘ - R

" Findings ; ' _.' . >
[]

s". 'I' L]
. g ) - - g ) &

' Table 1/.belcw 1nd1cates how the edrtorlals were spread petyeen thé

: “ &
incidernits .
" ~ % N

. ) . . \b . ; .i c-
< * N Table 1 o
Breakdown ‘of Editorials by Newspaper and Incrdent ’

-

Total- . Tbnkln . 1968 Tet  Nixon's Viét-
. . Gulf " Offen$ive namization
? ' ¢ '
Chicago Trib. 25 19.1% .6 24.0% 5 "20.0% C12.0%
Wall St. Jour. 17 13.0% 2 11.8%° 5.9% 23.5%
L.A. Times - 17 13:0% 23.5%° 23.5% "2, .11.8%
N:Y. Times. - 41 31.3% 26.8% 5. 12.2% 12~ 29.3%
" Wash. Post 31 '23.7% 35,58 2 6.5% | 9 -29,0%

-

P}

—100% : 2&.0%

Sowrce: SPSS frequencies run on a11 editorlals in the stuay. K

' . . . ~ .
- . . ) . - .
' -
. L) - - [
i - - L3 = *

. -Looking at the five newspapers as a grcdnj\}gf (37 0%) Qf the editor—

x A i
ials dealt with the three rncldents other. than the Tet’ offen51ve ‘Examination

e

3
s -

bl
5.. . ¢ .

",of‘the 1nd1v1dpaI newspapers "scores,? and the edrtorlalsathemselves was
: pecessary in order "to qetermine,the reason for. an apparently lesser interest
" ’ 1 ) M %
in such an imPOrtant haerning. While not anticipated at the commencemen& of the

Jr o

tudy the answer to this questrqn represented its first major frndrng, The

u

' cause of the skewed number ofgedltoria;s\whlch dealt/hrth the Tet offenslve 1s

-found by looking at the New York‘rt?es add the Washington Post.

0
v

Whrle these two papers accounted for more than 55% of the total cover-

.‘ ‘.)‘ »

age sampled {Table 1}, the combrned total of seven edrtorials deallng with Tet




b l!‘;s
o T oo . . -
, 4 . : o . _
D e representcﬂ leSs than 'lO% qf thelr 'coverage .m the su:;vey.. Té%}e ~2 shOws that mae \
- . e o S Bt o Coa R toe
‘it was- inir c’oncermng the'Tet of‘f‘er;‘,sl.ve thabf the T.tn}es relgimo ?ro-‘Qar li:tems

Lo . “-55- A'-'-, )
* i ,a;gl " \-‘T‘
. and the Post uone 1".‘:1at were ant:.r-w-af? «4@“ Y ) X“f

o "“ “. \1".. 'Q‘ o . 'r_ . ay 5&” Q.-

f - The &egtp of the- szes’ eﬁa}ori‘.alizigg .on fhls 1nc1dent was greater i:han ;

:"*M e M
o P e .

t_hat..qf tHe prs?:;- In ged‘ltorx.alé En;g F’eb l«. 1968; bo,&h papgrs seemed to Eé.el o,
. by

¢ 5
ym

"

- * 4,:

t,-_hat thé oﬁferﬁzve ﬂas a Iast CemuniSt ‘push prl.cu: to h,eg:mm.ng peace negptl.a- r&

- e -
A - ~ l,—n. o,

. tichs, - 'I:he T;mes} m an antl.-waa' tcme mentl.ons the offenswe as "furthe:; 3.

* s
o F

prcaof, dﬁ th.e' 1mtat:|.on$ of Amexa.cari gowsg% "i‘n @ksi% tIt fur;tqer stated that
T e y ¢
e"offenSJ. e, Qog.ld not . be the work‘ of ah enemy force whOSe errale 1s "smking

. . i ’\'.‘C [ . v\ \ " ‘{,q" R

t‘ast;;=== that e Unﬂ:ed States could fzardly be sa1d to be “w;nnmg-" and,_}-_ha.t s/

"Q

oo o L‘ ‘. Y !

hart 4
stan'ts.ally “‘more troop.s. thal the Adnu.nistration (had) yet admtted" gz\uld be.

e
. o . l\ * a " ..' . . -5— ‘,

required ‘-i’n %)rder tp attan;s a "c‘.lear-cut m:;l:.ta;y vl.ctoﬂr n&
g T I & “} e rt s b
= E - The .Post .s fa.rst edl.torial on ’ret was defl.m.'tely ﬁpre hawkl.shfthan ":

- .
| . .‘ - .'I

\, hES
-'Iu

e
ES

I &
'the &".ime.sl . 'Whl.le warning that talk of an J.nvasl.on i “Ithe co‘nt\ext o’fb‘the1 Viet - .

* d

Cong at!acks was dangerous possibly sounding likej'fa prelude for proposals - -,

L

’ »\9»

of retal;.ation," the.Post went on to state tha i\merl.can m:.lrtary Offl.ClalS hacf"-
-,
best be thlnkimg of a’ dlfferent et@has:l.s in thel.r actlons than smply "attritl.on .

5
-. . .

of enemy forces in thé hmterlands," possibly "a mdl.g‘ied, more select:’ve search— +

RS

and-destroy poll.cy. The paper conca.ude.d thaf-:gts suggested alte-matl.ves had

B

"been advanced publicly. ~ by responsilzle men” .but were Lmlikely tq get a full

a ~
hearmg while w'e “are determined to find enemy failures 1r\ar:tq.ons whene the

" ' ' - 43 -
enemy,r by ;.ts own known definitlon of its ol:tject:.v..ves.r finds success. " g

- . .

)
“w

i The other editorial run } the- P:ost during__—the selected test p‘é‘riod
. L} ) .
< was on Feb. 3, 1968. It was de¥i itely prcv-wai: in tone, sugges ting that the
— SN ' -
, United Stites give no consideration to ,a éessatlon of its bombl.ng ..aktacl_cs of the

-
- -

North whl.le “the. enemy is engaged in ‘a great outburst of attacks all ovef South

.
-,

ER
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Tdble 2
Trend-of Overall Tone *
€wspaper by Incigent

Total , Tonkin Nixon's Viet-
) namization

Fall of,
Saigon

Strongly-&nti 2} o)
anviewar A4 e 3)°0% 1)
Neutrat . "~ < ; . 0.
" Pro-war . *’ 8 yps |- : 1)
Stxongly{prg ) A - 1)

* Wall” s;giet JoRnal .

.Strongly anti . / _ 4), o)

' Anti-war , @ 2}35% ’ \ 1)25%
Neutmal o . 4 1
Pro-war . 0 S a1a 2)50%

Strongly pro 2) A . 0)

-~

Las Angeles Times N\
Strongly anti _. 3}24% . 0)
anti-war 1) *0) - 0}
Nsutral - . - 8 e . 1
Bro-war. - - : 4)41% Dgog.

Stroﬁgly):ro . 3)- ] 0)
Hew York T X

Strongly anti ‘ 15) 634
Anti-war 1)
Neutral 10
. Pro-war ) 4)
12%
Strongly pro © , ° 1) .,

0%

Washington Post
Strongly anti 7)
Anti~war . 6)
Neutral > 10
Pro=war { 6) P -
. 100%
StrongLy profl 2} . 0).
. )
Source: SPSS crosstabulation run. Sjkong significance wag noted in
Chirsgquare catculations for the»antitwar and neutral editorials.
No meaning®ul s;gnlf;cance was notediin Chi—gguare calculations
relating. newspaper and incident in an ofl other “tone” classi-
'ficét;ons. g

-

0)
1)
7.
2}
1)

3)
0)
2-
3)
2)




-

1

, .
Vietna@."lo The Times, even though printing fewer than its generally high numr

-

. {
ber of items demonstrated in this study, ran,additional editorialscqn:Feb. 2, 4,
8, and 11, 1968. All of these were anti-war; two strongly sozg:Whlle determlnw )
. Fo.
’1n quantmtatzvely which of thé ‘newspapers were responslble for, the decrease in .

L] 2 \\&s.f\

ed1tor1a1 volume as it related to Tet, the daE&%d;sclosed no hard .evidence as to
LY [ '
the reasons.behlnﬁ this decrease. It is ‘p»ass:l.lzsle.r however, to infer’ that boﬁh;efﬂ

»
. L]

5\’ 0 ‘ L]
thesge hlghlfhtommltted newspapers felt that theqTet 1n01dent had, caused clearly v,
v #". \( ., i

defined political ‘lines to be drawn-;linesrspon which’ they hqd expressed heir . *
) ' . TR . : L L . :

-, S .t .-, . ’ ep T . "“‘:,."
editorial*opinions which requlred no’Turther clarlficatlon.

The secqnd __Jor ffndzng 1nd1cated by the data in: the study wag. that =
the Chicago Trzbune, the Los Angeles Times ahd Waspzngton Post trended from
pro-war to qntl-war during the time frame cdzsred' ile the. New York Trmes

was rather consistently anti-war. The,wall Stree ‘Jourﬁal, on. the dther hand,

by ““

ran counter to the other papers, going from ant1~var to pro>war. Table 2 1ndi-;
s ¥A' & +* v .
cates that of the five‘papers, only the Journal ran'mdreefhan 50% of 1ts edl-

- -

; torials with a pro-War.tdne after the fall of Salgon The ?%zbune. Which had

+
L3

always run more than 50% of its edltorlafs on the,prc-war s1de of- the scoreboard
ran oily three (27%) pro-war items. The” Los Qngeles Tines ran.none for the.' '

- . ‘ * R o
three-week period beginning Abri1'30,lla75l s . Ce ' .
. fhe third overall trend in the_study is fiiestrated‘by.Thbie'é, wh;cH:':

[ [ .’ .

e

analyzed editorial tone by incideﬁt. It shows 71% of the edztorlals to have N

been either above or below the "neutral 11ne;[ 1ﬁﬂ1cating that the newspapers

- L
+

were willing to také'a deflnite stand .' e O "' K
I y T v-' =

F]

/w—‘. LI . » .

ly greater polarizing effect. Fewer than 18% of the 1tems on thif 1n¢1dent were

r

thle e11c1ting the lowest overall ampuntLof comment, Tet had .a slxght~

¢ - .
in the "neutral® column, closely followed by Nixon's vietnamization with 20% clas-
- Yo - . - 3 ! B -

”




LI -

- -
L]

- v . . .
sified as "neutral..“ The Tonk:i._n Gulf incident,with over 38% of its editoria;)é/.'-'

-

\ by

k3

‘classified as "neutral” indicated the greatest amount of indecisivenes A
L)

* Table 3
Analx;sis of o\;éréll Tone by Incident - )
- . . i hl

Total  Tonkin 1968 Tet Nixon's Viet-
’ Gulf Offensive namization . _“Saigon

- .; s

"

- 30.0% 15 , 30.0%
23.3% 9 18.6%"
9 20.0% 16 32.0%
20.0% . 7. 14.0%

é.7% -3 6.0%
—_—

11.8¢ '3 17,6%
11.8% .34 17.6%
38.2¢ P 3 17.6%
23.5% .6  35.3%
14.4% 11. 8%

\

Stroggly anti 31
Anti-war ) /33
Neutral "38
Pro-war 27
Strongly. pro 12

2
" —
17
/ ) . ' “. ‘ ’

Source: SPSS frequencies run on all editorials in the study.

/ ‘”“Q}t

The fourth major finding ,wa_‘s that] the overall tone of eciitorials in the
' ' .

-

"L.Ef I VDo s
(Bloaove

BFEY

study was anti-war, with 41.3% in this ¢laksification and only 29.8% graded as

" pro-war. .While there wag a definite upwar \trepd in the ngber of anti-war '
\:‘___ L. .

' L]

. ! ’ f .
éditorials as ll‘the war progressed, further anaiysjs of Tables 2.and. 3 indreates
\.‘ - - . ‘{4. "‘ )
. significant variancesgby incident and individual Qewspapef.' The Tet offensive
'; * ' a’J ¥ .

. 1

skewed the trends in tone as well as in number of edig'.érials, .as pointed out

. .
above. Whilé the overall trend line in pro-war editorials weht downs from 1964
LI . - » *

- - . 3 v " " v
£o. 1975, Tet created a jog in ‘the curve, with 57rl% of the opinidn of thig inci-
’ - - - .-. @ . . -,

re I
dent classified as i:ro-war. -

- R - : L3
" 5

The Chicago Tribune 'printed the-L.Largest_ovei’all number of pro-war items,
S | ; -» ’ re o . ‘ - ‘
with 48%- classified im this category, followed closely by the wall ‘Street

Journal and the I..c;s Ange;és Times; each having 41% of their total editorials
- » [ f.. ) » *

;‘~ ) I \ ‘ v, ) T




rated as "pro-war." The Washington Pbst. and New York i‘imis_printed the lowest

number of pro-war pieces,-with'26% and 12%, respecﬁively'gréfaed in-this category.
. [ .

The New Yor}g/Times was most strongly represented inithe "anti-war”
- Yo

colurin with 63% of its editorials so classified. followed by “the Post_witli 42%

* L

e Journgl with 35%, the los Angeles Times wi % and il ibune wit $. -
th gl with 35%, the Los angel th 24% and e Trib h 2

- f e .
At the time of the Tet offensive the Post. Tribune and.:los Angeles Times
. . EY -

1

caused a skew in the upward trend of anti-war editorials h:etween 1964 and 1975.

-

on Tet. .the Post’ s ed:.toria‘.l.s were 100% pro- war, the Tmbune s 80% pro-war

and the I.OS Angeles T.lmes 50% pro—waz’ Ne:.ther th;e. New York Times nor the

-

.

2uma1 ran any pro-war items on Tet.

The fifth majox finding was that the\paper which most clearly appeared

to have changed its editorial opinion over thé period of the study was ti-ne Los

N

Angeles Times. 'Iﬁe szes ran-100% m -the’ pro :war categotry on the 'Ibnkin Gulf

1nc1dent, droppéd to SD% fdp Tet and Vletnamzétlon. and had none so-classified

- »

at the time of the fall of Saigpn. Wh)en saigof fell, the Times. ran‘S?%'of its

. . .
L . . -

items in the anti-war, category. '

x
<

*
: ~

- '; N N - .‘.
At the other<end.of the spectr?m. the New York Times showed the léast

amount of cﬁange." falling primarily in the ‘anti-war cat_egor‘y throughc;ut the

1964-1975. period. - R -

‘
Il

The Washington Post, with the exception of "the skewing effect of the
. Ll - - -' N .
Tet offensive, steadily increased its anti—war_position. Just as steadily, it

decreased its pro-war items throughout the time period studied. .

: : s . * : - .
\Wﬁlle the. Chicago Tribune’s percentage of pro-war editorials de<‘:reesecl> .

P
steadlly from 1968 to 1975. the decline was not a significant one unt:.l the faJ’\l

of Saigon.’ Unlike the “bther newspapers exam.med. at no ta.me did the percenéage\

. - ° '
‘of anti-war editorials in the Tribune exceed those classified as.pro—war..

Even with ‘the fall'of Saigon and the Amgrican withdrawal from Vietnam, tihe,.

-

-
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.

. . - . F LT -

Tribune ran only one (9%) editorial classbfied as anti-war. .In comparison; the ,
“ » . "‘ f . 1 ‘

Wall Street Journal, ranked lowest of the five papers, had three (30%) of itg

. items clasgified as anti-war. . . - oL
» . Interestingly, the Journal ran only neutral or anti-war editorials prior

.
. *

to 1969, when it began printing pro-war editorials in support of Nixon's Vjiet-
. npamization annquncemént. This trend was iy complete opphsitién to that of the

other newspapers studied. ) .

. . L

-

.
-In i969ratgsﬁi;::nal was joined by the Los Angeles Times:, Chicamo Tribune*

v * . N "’ i ’
apd Washington Post in ning pro-war commentaries. By 1975 the situation

.

- #*

had changed”and only the Tr{bune and Journal leaned more toward the h yks‘ph?n

(]

. * N ' "t
the doves, with the Trib at least consistent with previous editorial policies.

.

The ‘Journal was troubled by several aspects of . the American withdrawal

«

s . + . ,. .
from Vietnam. It blamed the Soviets for escalation of the war through t@pzr

- - Fl -

. . . ] . 11 .
sending in of weapons, "in gross Polation of the* Paris accords.” ‘and asked
I — ' ' -~ ~

what had ‘happened to detente. - ‘ . ' . N -

..

The Journal'’s gredtest concern, reflected in two stron$jly pro-war edi-

‘ + Lo

torials, seemed tc be that Anmerican withdrawal from Vietnam would lead. the

- .

1
. Communist powers to a belief in U.$: military weakness., THe editors felt that

[
- v

. -~ . * N . 4
"freedom of the.seas, and more broadly freedom of.Amgricans te travel and trade

. * - L4 ' +

. ] . . -
in the world, is one o% the bedrocks of American foreign policy.J;%J’The Journal

. . -~ ‘ A ! "
quoted, as very encouragihg, Sehator Walter Mondale's comment, that, "'It's-weby

E
x o

. . - - . *
important not to signal the Russians and others that we're diving up.'," and con-

cluded tHat "...refusal to vote sugficient funds for weapon%‘p;pcurement'ﬁﬂd ’

» -
- . - a

.research and development, in the pame of an eluqive‘de;ente,(wés) irresponsible

and dangerous." 13, , 'J

*

Table 4 emphasizeé the’ héwspapers"gradual but continued trend from

PAFullToxt Provided by ERIC




I ;
generally pro-war to genefally -anﬁ-war attltudes 7ihg the earli ye\ag

*

covered by this study the number and percentage of ¢ tprlals.&a pro war\

MUY
nature which were placed in the lead posit:.on deo’lined signlfa.cantly. l’% mi-t

‘ §
1ar1y, t:he number of 1ead editorlals claséi Ele)d as ant:. war grew cont:.nuq\usly Ny
. ' \
over theé petiod of the study. The same effecti can be noted, though more g;'ad-
‘ H s b b . } oot . ' . .
‘ually, ¥n the ed:i.torials pléced in other than the lead position. , .

. » \

) Table 4 md:.cates that the placement of the items o‘n the ed1tor1a1 page

ey

1
Eollowed a pred:.ctalgle pattern, L%e 1toria}e.._,and, with the exception oE

) the wWall Street Journal, editorials which were alloted- an _entn:e co}tmm:, .con-
-tained thestrongest Opir;ions. In no incident otlfer 'than the fall of Saiag_n.
d:.d neutrgl ed:'..tor.ials occup:y more than.’LQ% of the ‘éead"' space on an edito:_ial"
page.. ‘ Saigon's' ,1arge numbt of lead editorials is accounted for by the fact
* .

* N
L] -~

that 32% oE the 1tems on this ch.dent were neutral &n charactez.:
. vy

.~ From the data in Tables 5 and 6 it can be conqluded t-.hat placement and )

.- -

+§ content were more s.tgm.ficant indicators of the newspapers Op:l.n:l.ons than s..’l.ze.‘1I

v

}\-n:alysis Qf the re;.:at_ionship‘between incident, general tone and editorial size
e ) : . .s‘ ' ’ -

did not show any r;xeanintjful 't.'rehds_.r either of a ,des_scriptive or a statistical \,
: ~ ) a— .~ . L]
% - i - .
This study algo analyzed specific words used in the ed:.torials The

LK

mdsv:.dual words chosen for exmnat:.orr Wlth.'l. the conteg__g;-ﬂns study are
1

indicated as'vax:;.ab;les 11 t_hrough 23 in App ‘ dix A. }\na_lqls Qf the words has

bedn limited to those words 'which. appeared mdst often or whose lack of appear-

i
u

ance-was considered noteworthy. ,

]
*a

1 : *

'I‘he words most .uséd in the edivorials: stud:.ed s&ere comtm:.st, peace,

.
-

attf.'u::ln:.r aggress:.on and negtltiat:.en B Corrgum.st" was a freely used word, appear-

e

" ing :i.ri a total of 82 editorials (62.6%). while not appear:.ng in every: ed:.torial,

- " . . |
i A

.
* " L
2 : - ’ /
. . .
" -




- .
i ———"
a4 % .

the word "commupist” was used by every newspap&r in the context of every inci-

dent. The word had been acceptgd:in co;d war termirclogy for many years, and thus,

.- h < i - L ‘ - .
while descriptive of something undesirable, was certainly not considered teo-

. . . t ., .
"hot™ to use in the case of an‘undeclared’'war. In ‘very fey of the cases was /
it . .

»

this word used to describe anything in a favorable light.

- .
»

The - word “neqotfatioﬂﬂwés used by all of fhe newspapers and like "com-

Y, : )
munist" was used 1n the\contexﬁ oﬁ e%’rm incident. -.It was used in # total of
3 -

- c .
31 (§3 7%) of the ed1tor1als; and not surprlsrngly; t of the.total of 32!.|H\usages.r

* t
-

15 {48,4%) were by the New York Times. .

.

. " The word “"peace“was used with relative frequency, appearing in. 44 0@3:6%) -

of the cases. Each newspaper”made usé of the word more than once and it was
. . . /

used in connection with ‘every'incident. The New York ¥imes was the champion of * -
"peace,” using the word 18 (40.9%) of the times that it appeared. _The Chicago
.- . ' - . Ty T ~
*  Tribuhe was a "slow secondf“ with only‘dD (22.?%) editorial appearancesm . .
, ‘g\_
/ . &s antl.clpatedr the words "aggressron and "attack" were both used fre-

quently and referred to those actions taken by the enemy against bh;s nation k

. qFand its allijes. "Agresg;on" was used ir 24 (13 3%} of the ed1tor1als, while

‘

. { -
. “attack? was used Ln-ﬁfﬁ(Bz B%) of the 1tems Both wofﬁs were used by all of
. y . .

»

-
the. newspapers in connectlon-wlth each of the incidents.’

>
-

0 ) 'The words least used in the editorials in this study were enemy, Ameri-
*
can power\ w\n, lose, victory, defeat and escalatlon

- 4

X 8 "Eneﬁ?“ was used in only 26 (19 B%) of the cases. It is interesting to
’ ‘ - +-»
. note that while 'most of the newspaper$-only used thlS word in the context of

-

1ncidents beginn;hg with the 1968 Tet offensive, the Los Angeles Times used it

* in connection with\¥qngin Gulf and once again in connection with T¢t, though not

using it in any other editorial. 'The other newspapers, perhaps "not willing to
. “ > "
1N




\

[ . . . - .. o, - _
Evéry_newepaéer used the, term. more than once and it appeared within the context’

- -13-Dv

L)
-

admzt at thls Junﬁture that an enemy éxisted used such phrases as ”communists“
and "North V1etnamese" to describe the Maddo; attackers.
The term “Americaﬁ‘power" was used in.only 23 of the cases in the study
. N L] . — . . - " " v

(1?.6%f. when'used it generally represented '19th and early 20th century_jxpgoism.

:
L)

of egch of the incidents.. The Neﬁ York Times waved the term "naval and &ir

supremacy of the Unlted States,” as hav1ng been fully demonstrated durlng the

v : e -
Toukln Gulf Incident. 14 The Tribune referred to "American military might" as

+

LY . .
- having producegﬁx white flag ‘for the first time in conbection with the fall of

-4

5 -

Sa:i.gon:15 hut assured its readers that this oountry hed the "military strength"

. to support any decision it might make.16 '\\\\x\ :

a ' The word "ally" wa%‘qsed_with about the same frequency as was "enemy,"

. L} .
with\thqzexcePtion that it was used by each of the newspapers in connection with

-

all of the incidents. “Ally" was used in 27 (20%6%} of the editorials, énd

L4 -

' based on its gatholic usage, one might deduoe that while this country could not

- N
] "

el - N
have enemies in an undeclared war, it was permitt®d to have allies. The word

"ally" did not’thrnfout to be as "loaded" a war term as origindtly expected since

-

several uses referred-to the allies of Han9£. ‘ .
. - . » " - ]
The prime definition of "win" is to "gain'the victory in any contest:
\_.—-.—.W. ) . .

. Y <17
to triumph; prevail, succeed. For.some 1nerpllcaq;e reason, this word was
LY - L4

'Qused in only eight {6.1%) of the gurveyed editorials. The Tribune ysed it twice
=~ . F o i & .

in connection with the Tonkin Gulf\incident, once related to Tet, and once after

-

the fah} of Saigon. The wazi';;;‘ﬁt Journal used "win"only in one of its items
- N

*

relatlng to “Tonkln . The New York mes referred to the word one time‘in the
context of -Tet; theTﬁashlngton Post once 5aoh, Ain reference to Vietnamization .~
» - Vi . -

R . .
and the fall of Saigon; the Los. Angeles Times not at all, ir 17 editorials

L.
~




"

over the entige-period. ,

5
"Winning" was obvxously not a popular word with ed1tor1a1 wrlters; but
H x .

the worg "losing" was even less so. At no time during the study dld‘any of the
editorials contain the word "losing." The 90331b111ty exists that the editprs

. . AN
were too literal and failed to use the word becZEgu 1ts first definltion is "to
1 i - l -
bring to destruction; to ruln,“--1t is not untll the éaxth usage that "to fatl to

gain or*win“ is used. It can be supposed that the p0331b111ty of thlS country s
\\ "losing" an undeclared war was not to be considéred while the fact that it suf-

AN ' .

. : . Ve
fé:gd a defeat, a word that was used, was acceptable to the newspapers—-or

T . - i s 3 -
at N . ) . ; '
[T e

—upavoidable. = ) - -
\ - : PR \ .
‘\"Victer‘ y" was a more acceptable word, appearing i 27 (20.6%) of the
. - - o )

\ - Jln’l -
editoriq}s. Every paper used the .word at least apce and it appeared in the ton-
I - © . . N
text ofaevéry incident. The word "viotory' was used in\ editorials of every tone
. . 3y
rfrom strongly anti-war to ‘strongly pro-war and, was modified by such words as
- L] N = i ; "
Communist, “cold wary, great and American. It‘was not as strong a word'as anti-
. .-
cipated.. . ’
- ——\ : ’ . \I: 3 bu » . . "
’ -, whilozthe word "defeat" was used, it was not used with signifioaqt fre-
» - - -

quency. appearing in only 12 (9.2%) of the-editorials. The word was used b%
The, Chicago Tribune.in connection with Tet, Vietnamization and the fall of Sai-

. - . . ) )
'gon:'by e Journal 'only¥ concerning Vietnamization; aqé by the Hew York Times »

.

] - ’ \ El R
in five Bpf its jtems at the time of the fall of Saigon. Tﬁahzos Angeles Times
) ¥
e

~

t

. - 4
and the® washington Post foiled to Psewﬂﬁffﬁat“ at all. Th rd "defeat" was

st
ot F

used over hlmost the entire tonal spectrum; from strongly anti-war to pro-war.

"Escalatieon® was another 1nfrequent1y used word; appea®ing in only

" seven (5.3%) of the editorials. It was used by the papers as miglt have

been expected in the framework of this study.- When seeking to brand the Com-




* 3

+ . * - ! r ' N
munists as agressors,; to be repelled and defeated, the Tribune Quite appropri-
ately referre}‘to their escalation of the war. The New York Times. on the other

harid, rwas equally correct insusing this "charged" word as paft of its anti-war"

=

warnings wheh it spoke Bf "the constant risk of further costly and dandgégLs

L

x

. s - : . . ‘ ;
escalation."” L . .

Summary and Conclusions
o ‘

L]

N ’ L

- -The verall tone of the editorials was andi-war.
-~ The Chicago Tribune, the I:0§. Anééles Times and Washington

'Post trended from pro-war to anti-war during.the time .

frame covered. - The New York Times was cqﬁsistently anti-

. *

W ar. The Wall Street Journal trended from anti-war to
1 . L
pro-war..- A

-
n

~ ‘The newspapers wene willing to take definite stands.during
the’ period under study..

- The paper‘whicﬁ most clearly appeared to have changed 'its

tad

) .
7ditpria1 opinion was, the Los Angeles Times. j-sz

- 'The New York Times and the Washington post, both gener-

ally prolific in their editoriils £hrqughout the period
of Ehe study, inegplicably presented fewer items on the

Tet offensive than the other papers. "
: . " . '

This study hasg  examined in gome detail the editorial coverage of five
" 4 -

-

newspape}s as it coficerned four widely separated incidents during U.S. involwve-

et :n the vietnam war. While clearly demonstrating the editorial trends of

. —se trends: he study, by RECESSLty 1acked Sufficient data to prq\\\

¥
, these coficlusively, Ferther investigation must be made with gdata concerning =

i . ¥
!




-

additional incidents occurring at dates in between those examined in this study. . t:

Al
]

with this s?tﬁdy serving as a model, further research, with a 1éngthened time

l

. - 1
period following each incident during which editorials could be gathered and .

.o R
' - s &

*<° analyzed, should prove 'meanihgfgl.' ‘ - .

+

j One more }::o.int established by the study was the practical application

.of the SPSS package, which is the easiest for a non-technical-rédearchér to use,
, H . . * o ‘ ] '
to this specific problem of ‘newspaper content analysis. The computer can be an

-~

R S > . > L] o . ' 1. ‘ :
" Texpremely useful tool to the’ social scientist as long as.the gnachme does not

:ivert attention from th;e' study of people to the studysof numberd®. Many new

. * " - . A '. o - . .

hypotheses can be created and old ones corrobarated--pr, contradicted--with the
. . . | 5L \ .

only limitations being coding technigques and the degree of. 'inventiveness pos-

3 ; -

sessed by the researchér. . ‘.

ERI
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Table 4 .
» Pplalement of Editorial, by Tone -

Tonkin Gulf ‘- 1968 Tet . Nixon's
Offensive =~ Vietnamization

L "
LY

-
.

3

1S
s
eukral

strongly Anti
ﬁéutral

Strongly;Anti'
Anti-war

. Neutral’
,Pro—waf‘
Strongly Pro
Anti-war

. Prb-war
Strongly Pro
‘Strongly Bnti
.Anti-war'
Neutral
Pré-war
‘s;;pngly Pro
Strongly Anti

'\Anti-war

5

- Dtp-ﬁar .
St;ongly Pro

L

-

o N 29%
3%

39%
5%

-&5’}0 O = 28%

10% .
33%

cootdo 1%

Legad Editorial
Chicago. Tribune
Wall Btreet Journal
Los Angele§ Times

> New York Times.
Wwashington Post

A

NN WO

w
-
o
0
~4

L
-

-

L= BRI = i = ]
1

L

=N C;Pi‘lbﬁ’
HOOC OO 6%

*
T
o
2
0
0
0
1

- w oo 24%
O o= o 20%
oo o= 20%
NMonNo o 40%
co o o 10%
NSO OO 17%
.-‘/-

N OO 21%
NN W 278
PO =N

. M

COooQm

o' n'o
=R=0 ol

)
T~

%
%

Other Placement
Chicago Tribuhe
Wall Street Jourpal
Los- Angeles Times*,
New York Times
Wash}ngton Post

44
o%

O =00 13%

= Cc <o 8%
NGO O O 25%

A D 17% . N
oo Ck&:~14%

oo oo 8%
& aeo oo 67%
-oocococo 0%
C o oo 14%
CrCQC 14%
G == o O 28%
o oo on 28%
onNOo o 17%
-0 0O 17%
o = O 32%
CoGco - 8%
== O o25%

S

¥

~ -~ 1

“Source: SPSS- trosstabulation ruﬁ/R351ng the entire number of editorial cases stud
No meaningful significance was noted in Chl-square galculatapns. This table anihdet’o
N only 129 .of the cases. Two of the edltorlals were alloted the entire editorial page.
* Both of these-were run in the Wall Street: Journal. The first, pn Tonkin Gulf, was
neutral, and the second on the Fall of Saigon, was Pro-war, ’

- 19




Table S

Relationsth Between Incident and Edltorzal
Sige by Newspaper ' .

[

-

E1%
v f . -

Tonkin.  1968-Tet  Nixon's Viet-  Fall of
. .o T . _culf . Offensive namization . — Saigon

Chwago Pribune - . - St Fep
2.5 to 9.0 inches “a oo

* 9.3 to 12.8 inches
13,0 to 33.5 lnches~.a

. )J‘r
\I

Wall Street {burﬂala.
2.5 to 9.0 incheg‘
9.3 to 12.8 inches
13.0 to 33.% fﬂchesi

' | .
LI ¥
. [
E

- . i

Los Angeles Mes )
2.5 to 9.0 mches ,
9.3/to 12,’98 mchei _
13. 0 to 33.5 1nches

,"*'- ‘.e

)Yew l'ozﬁk T?,rrfee
T2, 5«tpf9 0 inches
G to 12, 8 1nches

13 0 to 33 5 1nches

.

Washington' Post
2.5-t0 9.0 inches
9.3 to 12.8 inches
1?.0 to 3?.5 inches

' ) ‘\\-1
Source: SPSS crosstabulation run. Some significance was noted in Chi
squar€ calcylations for the large editorials, relating newspaper and
incident (13.0 to.33.5 inches). No meaningful significance was noted

* in Chi-square calculations in either of the other two size classiflca-
tions. . . i &

[N

X

-




-

T " Table 67 -t
Relationship Betweepn Mcident and Editorial
‘Size, by Newspgper, by Tone °

2.5 to 9.0 -Inches -

£ M - -
e, ¢ b

Tonkin 1968 Té@;ﬁ . Nixdn'§ Viet~ . Eéil of -
Gulf  .O0ffensive * namiZation Salgon

L
L)
.
o
-

hd

[ W7 -
Chicage Tribwne
Strongly Anti g
Anti-war .
Neutral
_Pro-war )
Strongly Pro

. Wall-Street Journal
e . Strongly Anti
Anti-war
Neutral e

Pro-war .
Strongly Pro

~.

Los Angeles Times
Strongly Anti
Anti-war.
Neutral
Pro-war "~
Strongly Pro

-

——
. s New York Times
Strongly Aﬂ;i
Anti-war 7
Neutral
Pro-war
Strongly Pro

Washington Post
Strongly Anti
Anti-war ’
Neutral
Pro-war

© Strongly Pro’’

&

* .
’ -

Source’: SPSS cross tabulation run. No meaningful signifiéance was
noted in Chi-square calculations,
My

¥,
\

»
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- P
%able 6 (Cont'd.) ;
Relatjoniship Between Incident and Editoridl
Size, by Newspaper, by Tone )
9.3 to 12.8 Inches

F]

[ Ll

¢

. LY
"Ponkin 1968 Tet Nixon's Viet=- Fall of,
Gulf , Offensive , npamization Saigon?® -

Chicago Tribune
Strongly Anti
. Anti-war
‘Neutral '
Fro-war
Strongly Pro

* &

Wall Street Joﬁ;%;h'
Strong}y Anti.
Anti-war

" Neutral
Pro-war

jTrqnqu Pro

{

Los 'Angeles Times «
sttongly anti
Anti-war
Neutral'

Pro-war
Strongly Pro

New York Times
Strongly Aanti
Anti-war -
Neutral
Fro-war
Strongly Pro

Kashington Post
Strongly Anti
Anti-war
Neutral
Pro~war
strongly Pro




2 . .
~* Table 6 (Cont'd. ) .
Relationship Between Incident and Editorial
Size; by Newspaper, by Tone~ ,
13.0 to 33.5 Inches . .
. r‘ _!\

-
A\ - -

Tonkin 1968 Tet.  Nixon’s‘Viet-
1 Gulf Offensive namization .

—

- Chifeago Tribune
rongly Anti
ti-war v

Neutral «
Pro=-war
.Sirongly Pr?

Wall Street Journal
Strongly anti
Anti-war
Neuytral
Pro-war
Strongly Pro

. ‘
Los Angeles Times
Strongly Anti
Anti-war
Neutral ’
Pro~-war .
Strongly Pro

Few Yor?c Times
,Strongly Anti
Anti-war
Neytral
Pro-war
Strongly Pro

Washington Post
Strongly Anti
Anti-war o
Neutral £
Pro-war

. Strongly Pro

’ ' r

-

Source: SPSS crosstab latzon run. No meanlngful szgnlfzcance was
poted’ 1n Chz-squarqyéalculatzons. . PR




"Spectrum. A Reporter Looks Back: The CIiIA and the Fall of Saigon.,"
Washzngton Journalism Rev;ew; January/?ebruary, 1978, pp. 18,19.
Peter ‘Braestrup, Big Story, How the American Press and Television .
', Reported and Interpreted the Cxisis of Tet 1968 in Vietnam and
-—ﬂashtngtonu"1197?$“-Tbericker, Gﬁ~Press, £1978)=- - RSP
. ¥
"Fhe Ter Best HZmerican Dailxes;" Timé, January 21, 1974, pp 58-61.
Several things were used by Time's ‘edito¥s in selecting the "ten
best,” including efforts to cover national and international news
in addition to a paper's own community; entertainment value accom-

) panfing information; willingness to_risk mongy and manpower on exten-
ded investigations; and the offerlng of a wide range of divergent
opinion in "op-egd” pages and dissenting columms. The selection was
made on the basis of editorial excellence, and not commercial success,
although ail of the papers chosen were economically sound. '

These events are discussed at length in P.A.'Poole, The Unitad States
and Indochlna, From FDR to Nixon, (1973}, B.B. Fall, Last Reflections
on a War, (1967), B.B. 'Fall, Viet-Nam Witness 1953-4@@. (1966) and
7.t Hoopes. The Limit$ of Intervention, (1969). .
0.R. Holstl, Content Analysis for the Soglal ‘Sciences and Humanitzes;
(1969) p. 28, S EE
. P

The statigtics have been slightly skewed by the fact that nine (6.9%)

of the editorials concerning the fall o€ Saigon also included comment
on the capture of the American freighter Mayaguez. The Mayaguez inci-
dent occurred in April, 1975. Some of ,the nine editorials were heavily
concerned with the Mayaguez incident but‘all of them were connected in
some way to the American withdrawal from Vietnam. Editorials which con-
cerned- themselves only with-the Mayaguez were omitted from the study.

- ‘ . "

\“Bloody Path to Peace?," New York Times, 1 February 1968, p. 36.
Ibigd.

‘.

"Rationdlizing the Vietnam Rampage," Washington Post,,l February 1968,
p. A20. .

"Perms for a Bowbing Halk," Waéhington Post; 3 February 1968, p. Al2.
. ’ ' . { .
"Whatever Happened,to Detentg?," -Wall Street Journal, 30 April 1975, p. 20,

"Retri 1ng the Mayaguez,“ wWall gtreet Journal 14 May 1975, p. 14.
Italichgmine. ) -

"Reﬁhiﬁking thejyilitary Budget,"” wall Street Journal, 13 May 1975, p. 14, _




"Intell‘igence o-n Vietnam,” 'New York Times, 24 August _19'_64, P- 2'6’. .

LY

“The Message from ¥Koh Tang," Chicage Tribung, 16 May. -19’75, sec. 2, p? 2.
. -~ .- [ -
“Defining our’ Committments," Chicago Tribune, 18 May 1975, Sec. 2, p. 4.
. * ‘. . ~ § . o
. Webster's Collegiate Dictionary, Rifth Edition,. (1946},

"Bloody Path to Peace," New -York Times, 1 Februvary 1968, p. 36.

’ . o . (_-~'—
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Appendiﬁla

Code Book and
Variables List .,
/

o

. Code

. _ l"-""_"‘ .

variable-
=1 ;o ' : "« Case pumber = three digits.

Newsﬁ?pér‘é two digits.’ "
~
01 chicago Tribune
‘02 . Wall Street -Joirnal
* %03 Log Angelés Times
‘04' New York_Times vis
05 Washington Post .
Date of editoriaet - six djgits - should
 have year placed first. i.e, 690201.
{Feﬁruary 2, 1969)‘
’,“ -
Incident - two digits.
01 _Tonkin Gulf Incident
02 1968 Tet Offensive
03 Nixon's Viegnamization PrOposal
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